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else.   And speaking of these pledges  he added these
words:

No statement by a Viceroy, no statement by any
representative of the Sovereign, no statement by the
Prime Minister, indeed no statement by the Sovereign
himself can bind Parliament against its judgment.
(Hanserd, House of Lords, Vol. 95, No. 8, Col. 33L
13th December 1934.)

OVERSTRAINING.

So that now we have a definite stand taken even
by members of the House of Lords that a declaration
made by the King-Emperor drawn up and approved of
by a Coalition Cabinet is over-ruled by a previously
passed Act of Parliament. This also applies to a decla-
ration by "His Majesty's representative in India made to
the Indian People and approved not only by the British
Cabinet but afterwards by Parliament itself. No doubt
Lord Rankeillour is right in strict law but if neither he
nor any other member raised the question in Parliament
for the disapproval either of the pledge given by His
Majesty or by His Viceroy is it not rather overstraining
Indian loyalty to tell them years after the pledges have
been given that their King-Emperor whose word they
, have been taught to believe was sacred had no right
either by himself or through his representative to inter-
pret the Act of Parliament to them as he had done ?
How do noble Lords think that this estimate of the
words of their King-Emperor will strike an Eastern
people.